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DECISION DOCUMENTATION PACKAGE

COVER SHEET

PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH

TRACK 1 SITES:
GUIDANCE FOR ASSESSING

LOW PROBABILITY HAZARD SITES
AT _INEL

SITE DESCRIPTION: PCB-STAGING AREA WEST oF CPP-660
Site ID: CPP-51 OPERABLE UnzT: 3-01

WAasTe AREA GROUP: 3

I. SUMMARY - PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE: Ouring 1985 the area
was used as a PCB-Transformer and contaminated soil, debris and concrete staging
area from the ICPP Utilities Replacement and Expansion Project. The area is
unpaved and is located along the west side of the ICPP facility at the northwest
corner of the intersection of Birch Street and Ponderosa Avenue. During the
staging of transformers during 1985, two transformers leaked oil onto plastic
sheeting. Sampling of the site was accomplished in 1990 to verify that the soil
in CPP-51 had not been impacted by PCBs. The area is approximately 100 feet
long by 50 feet wide.



DECISION RECOMMENDATION

II. SUMMARY - QUALITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF RIsK: The qualitative risk of
the site is predicted by the risk assessment to be medium based on risk to
groundwater. However, given the low concentrations of PLBs in the soil, the
depth to groundwater, the relative immobility of PCBs in soil and basalt, and
the very conservative assumptions used in the Track 1 risk assessment, there is
little 1ikelihood that groundwater will be impacted by PCBs. The reliability of
the data is high.

III. SUMMARY - CoNsSEQUENCES OF ERROR: Limited ris

concentrations ¢of PCBs being left in the soil may resuylt due to the no furthe

action recommendation.

IV. SUMMARY - OTHER DECISION DRIVERS: The clean-up requirements provided
for in the Toxic Substances Controi Act (TSCA) 40 CFR 761.125 require
remediation of PCBs in Industrial Areas to 25 ppm PCBs by weight in soil. The
-guidance provided in OWSER Directive 9335.4-01 "Guidance for Remedial Actions at
Superfund Sites with PCB Contamination" also requires clean-up at restricted
access inaustrial areas of 25 ppm PCBs by weight in soil. This clean-up
requirement is based on health risk assessment criteria using occupational
exposure of site workers by soil ingestion and dermal contact as the exposure
scenario. Provided the established criteria in TSCA are considered an ARAR for
the INEL, the existing soil concentrations can be left in place and no further
action is recommended for this site. This ARAR, together with the very
conservative assumptions used in performing the Track 1 risk assessment,
provides for a reasonable foundation for recommending no further action at this
site.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: No Further Action.
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PROCESS/WASTE WORKSHEET page 6
SITE ID CPP-51

col 1 Coi 2 Colt 3
Processes Associated Waste Pescription & Handling Procedures Description & Location of any Artifacts/Structures/Disposal Areas
With this Site Associated with this Waste or Process
0 e e Ot s et
Process Artifact Soii
Location CPP-51
Storage and temporary Transformers containing between 160 and Description Possible PCB Contamination
staging of FCB 400,000 ppm PCBs in oil were stored or staged
transformers. in CPP-51. Artifact
tocation
Description
Artifact
Location
| Description
Process Artifact Soil
Location cPP-51
Storage and temporary Forty Drums of contaminated soil, debris and Description Possible PCB Contamination
staging of contaminated concrete were stored temporarily in CPP-51
PCB contaminated soil, while awaiting disposal. Artifact
debris and concrete, Location
Description
Artifact
Location
Description
Process | Artifact
- Location
Description
Artifact
Location
. Description
Artifact
Location
Description




CONTAMINANT NBR:KSHEET page 7
SITE ID _ cpp-51_

PROCESS (cot 17 Transformer Storage WASTE (cot 22 PCBs

Col 4 col § col & col 7 Col B8 Col 9
What known/potential hazardous substanc- Potential sources associated with | Known/estimated | Risk based Quatitative | Overatl
es/constituents are associated with this waste this hazardous material

concentration concentration | risk refiabitity
oF process? of hazardous mg/kg assessment (Ki/Med/Lo)
substances/ (Hi/Med/Lo)
constituents”
- - " [ | ' ]
PCBs Transformer 0i) <0.120 ppm | 0.049 ppm Med Hi
PCBs Contaminated Soil, <0.120 ppm | 0.049 ppm Med Hi

Pebris

1. ODeccupational Exposure concentration for risk
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PROCESS CPP"'SI page 9

Question 1. What are the waste generation process locations and dates of
operation associated with this site?

Black 1 Answer:

P U |

The site was used as a PCB transformer and PCB
soil, debris and concrete staging area during

0il was spilled onto plastic sheeting. The PCB transformers
and contaminated materials were ultimately disposed of at a
commercial disposal facility (US Pollution Control Inc.,
Murray, Utah) in late 1985.

€0 nat
1985. Some PCB

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

wws Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _X Yes __No (check onel
IF so, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document the spill.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

Analytical data
Documentation about data
Disposal data

Q.A. data

Safety analysis report
D&D report

[nitiat assessment

Well data

Construction data

No available information
nnncdnral

[
dotal (
Historical process data [
Current process data [
Areal photaographs {
Engineering/site drawings [
Unusual Occurrence Report [

r

{

C

Summary documantg

| sz How reliable is/are the information source/s? X High __Med __Low (checkone !
ISampiing Report and Occurrence Report document the spi I

..... ¥ Lolahel
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PROCESS__QPP'SL — page 10

Question 2. What are the dispesal process locations and dates of operation
associated with this site?

Bleck 1 Answer:

B T L

stor U in the dengg

During 1985 while PCB-t e
lasti wo transformers

area, leaks onto p
were jdentified.

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

Sampling report and occurance report document the spill.

secs  Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _X Yes _ No {ehack one)
¥ 50, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

=

Sampling report and occurance report document the spill.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)
No available information Aralytical data
Anecdotal Documentation about data
tistorical process data Disposal data
G.A. data

1

i

]

)

] Safety analysis report
]

]

]

)|

1

{
[
(
Current process data L
Areal photographs [
L D&D report
[ Initial assessment
[ Well data
[ Construction data
[

Engineering/site drawings
Unusual Occurrence Report
Summary documents
Facility SOPs

OTHER

e s R
At st A bt At bk b bt

Block 2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? _X High _Med _ low Mhmkmw}l



PROCESS CPP-SI page 11

Question 3. Is there empirical, circumstantial, or other evidence of migration?
If so, what is it?

Block 1 Answer:

There is no evidence of migration from this event.

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document no migration.

mas Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _X Yes __No (check onal

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document no migration.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)
" No available information Analytical data

Documentation about data

Disposat data

Q.A. data

Safety analysis report

D& report

Initial assessment

well data

Construction data

Anecdotal
Historical process data

4
[
[
Current orocess dafa [
Areal photographs 4
Engineering/site drawings (
Unusual Occurrence Report {
Summary documents [

{

£

Facility SOPs
QOTHER

i e i Bt o R
[P U I W )

‘ sox2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? _X High __Med __Low check one I
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PROCESS CPP-—51 page 12

Question 4. jdence that a source exists at this site? If so, list
and describe the evidence.

A Lo

Block 1 Answer:

No. The transformers and contaminated material have been
removed and are no longer onsite.

sz HOw reliable is/are the information source/s? _XHigh __Med ___LOW (check onel
[*]

m
(]

. ) .
Ti j in
XPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND T

wes Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _X Yes _ No (chack one)
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Sampling Report documents Tow (<l ppm) PCBs in the soil.

Block ¢ SOURCES OF JINFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

| Sampling Report documents low (<1 ppm) PCBs in the soil. I

No available information (] Analytical data [1
Anecdotal [1 Documentation about data [ ]
Historical process data [ ] Disposal data £]
Current process data [1 G.A. data . (1
Areal photographs- - [ Safety analysis report 1
Engineering/site drawings {1 DED report (1
Unusual Occurrence Report { ] Initial assessment {1
Summary documents {1 Well data (1]
Facility SCPs [ Construction data 13
OTHER X1




PROCESS CPP-S]. page 13

Question 5. Does site operating or disposal historical information allow
astimation of the pattern of potential contamination? If the
pattern is expected to be a scattering of hot spots, what is the

expected minimum size of a significant hot spot?

glock 1 Answer:

No. Composite samp11ng has verified that the site contains
PCB concentrations in the soil at less than 1 ppm. No oil
staining was apparent on the soil and the low PCB
concentrations are ubiquitous throughout the site.

w2 HOw reliable is/are the information source/s? X High _Med __LOW (check ane)
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

| Sampling Report verifies information. I

ses Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes __No icheck ane}
IF s0, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION,

Sampling report confirms information.

Black 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference {ist)

Y I T

No avaiiable information (I Analytical data 0y
Anecdotal 11 Documentation about data [ ]
Historical process data [ ] Disposal data 0y
Current process data [1 Q.A. data ty
Areal photagraphs [1 Safety analysis repart 0y
Engineering/site drawings [ ] DED report [1
Unusuat Occurrence Report [ ] initial assassment ) ]
Summary documents [l Well data cy
Facility SOPs [1 Construction data {1
OTHER ]




PROCESS CPP*51 page 14

Question 6. Estimate the length, width, and depth of the contaminated region.
What is the known or estimated volume of the source? If this is an
estimated volume, explain carefully how the estimate was derived.

Block 1 Answer:

The contaminated region is approximately 100 feet long, 50
feet wide and 6 inches deep. This area represents the area of
the entire CPP-51 site and the contamination is below 1 ppm
PCBs.

s/are the information source/s? X High _ Med __Low icheck anel
H

soa Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X _Yes _ No {chack ane)
IF S0, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Sampling report confirms information.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

Analytical data
Documentation about data
Disposal data

Q.A. data

Safety analysis report
D&D report

Initial assessment

Well data

Construction data

No available information
Anecdotal
Historical process data

4
(
[
Current process data 4
Areal photographs [
Engineering/site drawings [
Unusual Occurrence Report [
Summary documents {
Facility SOPs {
CTHER [

Area has been sampled te confirm the contaminated region. |

ek kalelenhelelnksl
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PROCESS CPP“51 page 15

Question 7. What is the known or estimated quantity of hazardous
substance/constituent at this source? [If the quantity is an
estimate, explain carefully how the estimate was derived.

glock 1 Answer:

18.6 grams, PCBs, based on the below calculation and
assuming soil density of 1.7 gm/cc and an average PCB
concentration of 0.094 ppm based on Table 4-1 of Sampling
Report.

728in° .38cm® x 1.79
50 ft x 100 ft x 1 ft x 1 2?;2 X 16 ??gm X 1 Cmm

x 0.094 ppm = 23 gm PCBs

sz HOw reliable is/are the information source/s? X High __Med __LoW icheck onel
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

| Based on sampling report information. |

sexs Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes _ No (check ane)

IF s0, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Sampling information confirms calculation.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

No available information Analytical data
Anecdotal Documentation about data
Historical process data Disposal data

d.A. data

4
(
[
Current process data (
Areal -photographs {
[
L
[
(
[

b

1

1

1

1 Safety amalysis report
Engineering/site drawings [ ] : D&D report
1 initial assessment
] Well data
] Construction data
]

Unusuat Occurrence Report [
Surmary documents

Facility SOPs

OTHER
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PROCESS CPP"S]. page 16

Question 8. Is there evidence that this hazardous substance/constituent is
present at the source as it exists today? If so, describe the
evidence.

Block 1 Answer:

Yes, sampling information confirms that PCBs are present in
the soil at CPP-51. A1l transformers and containerized
contaminated materials have been removed.

sz How reliable is/are the information source/s? X _High __Med __Low tcheck ona)
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.
Sampling report confirms presence of PCBs in soil. |
so: Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _X Yes _ No (check one}
IF so, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.
Sampling report confirms presence of PCBs in soil.
Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)
No available infermation [] Analytical data [1
Anecdotal [] Documentation about data [ ]
Historical process data [ 1] Disposal data [
Current process data {1 Q.A. data { 1
Areal photographs 1 Safety analysis report ty .
Engineering/site drawings [ ] D&D report [1
Unusual Qccurrence Report ([X] 1 Initial assessment [1]
Sumnary documents {1 Well data (]
Facility SOPs [1 Construction data { ]
QTHER [X3 2
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